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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


(ii) ^ ^ mm m sitei^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^eif^n # ^ aiFjRfr ^ ^ ce^ gn f^r4?i %2n i inters 

;cf^T 'SHclltS) TTTTr^ERI ^IFTH ^ ^ ^ SIFITcfr ^ wi ^ 

^ ^ Wr fi? cTT^ 9 ^3^, 1999 ^ 'Hm 

amrarROT ^ R^iflrd ^ i 21 ? xETfftsn 25 - 5 - 19 ^ 

cfT^ 3#RJ?R t. 1^|M9n-^^ ^ ^ IRI 3lf^pqf^ T^ltelit ^ 3Ti%iI f^ps^ ^ 

(iii) ITltoT^ ^ 25-5-1998 ^ arf^RJERl' ^ cTFcT xjof g5t "Jlf ^ ^ 

vj^'a 3iflr^;?RT ^r wti' ^ # i^rit w t; 

(iv) TT^ ^ ^ ^ 5 TT 3Rfir ^ ^^R 

’TRd' f^dPR ^ ^ arrWf ^ ^ ^ %2 Ii w m,- 

(v) iJifticpi'<) ^ f^rzR ^ x5T#r?R 5(5) ^ 3T^x3R 'd4lyic+icb urm ^ ^ 

46c^ ^ f^ecf) ^ '86|<^ ^ ^cfRRlt ^ '{j^Rld f^RT; 

(vi) ^ SRT ^ XfTT^vjfte ^ WT f^^TR RfM 
SRI R? xRfjfi/^filTT ilif^lcEl ^ 3RfMt^ 3i?T v3X?d^ ^ aff? XJ^ f^Xfft 
fBd«l«€i xf§T SRI ^<3^ feR ^leTI ^[^; 

(vii) WcT Pidldcp\ aniiidcbl aflY sir flcra^ xr^fi cf^ ^TcHF Tff sJt % xseti % 

xiira ^ ^ ^ ^ 4o ^ jtrr ^i 

afiR ^ ^rxji; 

(viii) 511%^ % RR ^r f^eif^R # c^ xfTift ^ aiRTcicf^ sfl^ 2r ri^<f)i4>ti^ 

SRI vJMd^ SRR RT ^ >dl4M|Rcp ^?JcRT ^ XR? XiR ilv^t afk XJR^ xp^ ^ 
40 C^ aixT^ f^RR R)XT 4 ^ C^ gxSI; 

(ix) jnf^Rxr^ x^ 'icHcKi Rir 6 ( 3 ) ^ arjRiR -mf^cEi cfft x^ jrf^ ^ R^ i Rcbj ctse 

RI^ ^ ^ ‘jdlqm'l ^ ^Rft I xqiflrcEI ^ xjf^ ^ aR?i f|-d4'<S R^fi ^ xvft 
xgt^ SRit xr[^ sft f^n#)- Pl^dd 2IT; 

(x) RT^SR^ ^ Xftef^ ^jxPTI RM ^ flUT 0 ( 4 j ^ aijXHR ^#1 u1H4l4l 
RXXRiXJir x^ VJINM ^ PlHfdRsid HR f^StcR^/XRTRR^ ^ RRTScft ’^r- 

1. 4elcEH xERtR^I^^ f^O, ^ 

2. 4rI^ XR ift ^ (^RRd ceRIcecI XR '+>Ri't^fclcEei ^jRxff.), 

3. x^'^R^ ci(cf5.si ^RrjEI f^O, XjlNR 

fclRft Xft RrakcE XRRRc^t gxi XiRR tRe | 

(xi) Recfl ^ XfR^ ^ C^ ^RcTRfr ^ xft f^RXT 6(2) ^ aT^;RR XHxft^ri Xiitcr aim 

^ ^ 'JjcRi ^ ^ sft aftR ■^Rx^ aixR ^ f^RrtcRjf/xjRiSEjf ^ f^reifRd 

mR C^ xte ERRR^ RWR RE aiHR RR^ RE ai^^ ttej qi | 

f^ratcT^ RXt x^ RXT RR, RiR)cf7| 3fR RREMcil Rt) l?j%, HR MdcbVvIdII44>4 
R^t xq^ RlflR ^cERRl R>t xft x^ 7J^ sJt; 
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(xii) 


6 ( 4 ) ^ ^ 

w arrarcra^/wfPTO^ ^ ^ ^ 


^3ft ^ f^nf^Rad 
^ 2ft : 


• ^0 c^r ^ ^ ^fMf (^^) f^o ^ 

• 40 3<^R47d 

• ^0 iincT cNl^ 'HkHl'M'if.^gi^ 

• ^0 sr>i§'tc 45Hl't<^fclche^, <r)cicf5tii 

• 4o ^ ^Xjf£ 

• 4o ^ ^ w ^0, 

• 4o Wit f^o. ^51^ 

• 4o ^ 

• 4o WRt, 

• ^0 ^T>r^(3TT^) ^ mo f^O, 

• 4o i <^chHl f^o, 

• 4o Wlt^^fefKT f^o 

• 4o mprt, Re<?tl 

• 4o ^ cTM ^ mmtt, ^g*^ 

• Ao c^RrchiHf mo f^o. ^g^^ 

• ^0 dIcHd'xJ g^ 

• ^0 3TPtRm^ f^o, ^g*^ 

• 4o ♦1 '<<Tj'<)- <^®tl f^O^ ^>^4*" 

• 4o teft gj?^ 

• 4o mmt ^ eivjj'H, g^ 

• ^0 mmt mo l^o, g^^ 

• ^0 gw g+44 

• 4o mmtt, g*^ 

• ^0 wihgfewT ff%m, giirt 

• 4o f^O, sjJId'k 

• Ao ^Rrf%cRT wit mo f^o, 

• Ao wit 1^0, ^ g*^ 

• ^O'dd^'Ji mo f^o, g*^ 

• 4o ril'd g^^ 

• 4o g^RiT gj^ 

• Ao wit g*^ 

• 4o eld'd if%m f^o, 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 

anJirdcbV^ ^ Tjin an:- 

(xiii) 5if% ^ ^ ^ i Ric[5fcf 7^ ^ arf^Rcw ^g^Ri HPft ^ aft ^ ^ ^ aft; 

(xiv) ft "fit #HT ^ infxrawrft ^ ^ ftl^ w ^ 

(xv) 'H I HMd : 'i41<Jjd eRIT Rl«€|l-ftt (^ XJ it xft) ^ 3ITEIR XR ^Ti^d ft ^ 

^^dH vdcMlc^d crPTcI dan HTef dft ^dlft 3ft? ftnft dft eildd c"<-T^ 

dPTlft ^ Iftn? eTHd ^ ftt dft nf I 

(xvi) ft 8 . 2.2000 nft ^ fldw^ naft ^ ftp? i?n> ftlRad, 

3TpftfftRT ^ ^ naft gRi f^Rdd fftnrftTnr afR vjnnn 3ngH-3?gFT 

^TeTT I nft amft ^tr ftft ^ fcR ftt 3m?R ngH fftmr 'nnt an i 

(xvii) dnftdd fftnftr ^ fftnn 16 ^ ar^dR ^ ^ ftn? fftnR fftii? ni? aifftnift 

dazft/andR nn ^ciRn Tiftt w fftdg^ nifM nn fftnn> 16 . 5.2000 nft ^ni 
nm an afR^ nrfft^ fftarRiftr fftscfjftt ft farter fftgRfftRn nm 

ft I 

(xviii)?^ 3TRR[;wnT ft **** fftftt gRi fttnftRi andR nr nft nft 

nn^Efrdgj ft afRnifftgnft ft fftnftt ^ a^iRr ^ ftrqftk ftt hht ft i 

(xix) wn 1.4.98 ft 31.12.98 cRP gft 3Tgfft fcR gft dft Rift ncftTFT HPTft ft ^ 

amfft (tftaftanft) ft ^ ft nnn nm ft 1 

(«) 4i i R > ?i>i4>tiiail , (ftftdcft aiR aRi f ftd4.g mfM ft aft? srt 

ftfa 

2. fftf^FT fftd'4«g nifM gRT oTdn fft^? Iftnift w nn?dn fftaR^n ft ^ ftt nft 
ft I fftfd fftdlft nY ycpdd fftgW ft 46el fftdR dftt fft^l dill ft afR ^ ^ 3TW MchCd 

ft vjidN ft vJdR ni? ft; ^ nr fttft fft? ni? ftnn ft?pjnfft ft ftRn dn> fftdR 
fftm ‘nm ft, ^ffti ng? ft fftnftt ft arjnR ^frt ft afR vstbi dg> ft ^ nmft n? jwm 
3icft ft I fftd^^nifM gRT fft^ ^ dftt ftt ^ ftt nft ft afR X5T^ gjftf ^jRrt wm 

nm ft, fttft fftij nr? ^fnd Rroiftt ft ^ fftdR fft^n nm ft 1 

(^) \3?ng 

3 . gftnH ftra ft ?nfftcT wng ftRn^^ .ftRn> aftftfftnn ft ftRn^cdr 

2936.27 ft atdftd gfttfJd ft?ft ft ’JeT dd dl gftt ft fftftfftd fftdTftR-ftt ft I dF 

anftftftt (T?xnRT) jRiiftt ft ar^dftn ft. 2936 . 27.00 ft aidftd nftffjd ft 1 nF 

cpff45^01 ftft?TTdT^ ft afR dF ftt^ ftm ft wft ftd nY fftftf ft wr ft 

«neiT4>ift dftf ft I f^diftn-ftf nn dnftn ^ •?:5n ft vjiM gr^ fftftd 

tftftftftt ft dcMidd ft ftn? fftnr ^nm ft 1 
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4. 4 aj^IdlH ^TRmi^ ^'ti'ttll^v^ul f^. ^ ^ # f^^chl 

gjnrfcTO ^3v5RrcT-390007 ^ t I ^ l Rl4> | ct>Tl^ 3T^ 

^ ^kpT iTRcT ^r g>r wrrir t i ^ ^ argflr 

cji'd'i '*ii'<d ^ ^ '{i*iy vJcMi<«*i ^ fcT? fvJn^^ v}»i«^ ''TRT ^ 

3T^ft^ vJejVl ^ 3^R 4 <<lRl<ni ^ fcixj qif^cl STIHIR ^ I 

qiftqjiajxll ^ 3n^IR ^ ^ ^ ^ ^FIT qiRiqjiqjTl^ ^gfr*T 

^ ^ W3[m ^ ^ ^ 2 ^ ^ ^ 3!FncRf> t # ^ 

3if^ ^ wnJt t 3lk ^ ^mpT ^ t i ?WTft, 

jnftrajT^ ^ f % 2^^ 3fk crrf&if^ch ^ 4 w r ^iq ' ^ ^ f sjk 

2^^ ^ ^ wf> wici^ t I ^[ f^4> i «*>Ty 

^ arraif^ 2^^ ^ Rdi^ftn-# ^ ^mn ^ ^ ^ wf^ t I 

intoi^ ^ TfTPRT t f% intoraRit srt 2 ^^ ^ arraicT ^fR?n Ao sihihh ^nwf 
^'d'wi^Olvji f^o ^ qRqiqi Rdif^n 4t ^ arnncT^ ^ ^ ^r ^ arrar t afR ^ 
f^iTRt ^ aRnf?T vitjl''i' ^ 4 aTcPT ^fRcir ^ i 

("s) ^4fR 

5 . 5nftmyr4 f^wr-^Rr ^ 4{r 1.5 ^r gjr ^r?RT^ t i 

'dd^'HK 4 ai^idid 'HRmi^ SRT ^cM'iRii ^aft ara^cT f^spfhr-# ^ uprai^ 

trrt^ afR •arrqpT 4 arpuRd 4t ^ ^ ’Tprr 11 

(’er) TBi Myu i; ^i*{ i wi ^ iraftr 

6. 4^ ^ 4 f4^d4>i ^ 4^ 4 ^ HNd'^'i, ^IFRT: 'dWM afk 

Pi^^d q5)*id ^ ^RT a5t Tff ^ a4r 4tqT^^ tRq> (4?flw^) ad4f^^,i995 ^ eirt 
9 ^( 1 ) i^) ^ 3T3^ PieiRoi ^ t I 

7 . MTf4gn4 4 yjq^dd yraETFT 4 ar^^ Proffer 3Ttwrf 4 ^{TFnRi ^ afR Praf^r 

q5)Md ^ 4 'i^xiHi 5R^ gR4 ^ Pn? 5n?T P^fddjf ^ 3Tg^ HgR Prit afR ^ 

«41vin 4 ^ 4v4 «4 I ?WTf4, ^ 4r P i ^^^dchl 4 g yntf^ l ^ 

v3^ 3R^ % 2 n afk ^ 4t PRft Prq^dctJ 4 wtrt a4? Pn£rt^ 4 44 Prt 
4Tf^ ;r^ ^ I ^ ^4^ 4m 4 ?nPtR pRft w P^ • d«^^7^dd^ l <<^4 4 
'H6<4Vi Prit aftr qTpRf5i4 ski 4*4 '<jxi*fi JR^ ^r 4 4> Pn? ^ 

^ pEiT ?^tPt^ MiPichi^ c4 qRT 'Hd'IxiM vjq<H<*ij ^ P(4?‘ ^r 4 ^ arerrar 
Pwr ^ 4 I 
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THE GAZETTC OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


*artI—Sec. 1 


JL 


8. cR? ^ ^ ^ ^ WIRT ^ ^ 

^ if 'ti^cf 25.5.1998 ^ 3lf^ 3n^ ^ 

^ ^ WRim ^ ^ t ^ 'HTHI*^ ije^l # ^ ^ fOT t I 

jntof^ ^HRl ^ ^ 'McHxIH vJUdtfJ f I 


41*id 


9. v5T^ f^raf^T gjtHcT ^ ^ t nif^T^ ?ftcT ^ ^ERT 

^ v3Md4i ^TR^ f aftr Rratci ^ ^ sraltr ^ 

xTff ^ sTtcP# ^ 315^ ^ ^ Rtej^ct ^ ^rRcT ata 

^ 3nWR ^ ^ I 

EF. mIc*i ^nf^R ^ 3(1^ ft<itd ^ ^oi*l> 

10 . ^ f^PRr RraWr/^RTR^ ^ ^ Rrakoy --hihr 

^ 3lk Md gitHcf ^ ^ ^cRf ^ airaR tr #7 f^^Rt ^ 373^-1 ^r 
^fwlfecT Rl.gl'dl ^ 3TraR TR t I 'HRl'TI afk t^TEltrl ^ ^ 

3cRT ^ JRRR ^ Hlf^cbl^ ^ ^r ^SRR^I ^JxpTT W t FlteRt 

vRci^i ^xRT ’iRR t I v^7rr% WR vjc^ tor Rn t, ^ ^ RmWr 
^ f%gf% TTTHRI 3c?l 3ik RratcT RRR ^ RRR RY awtcT g>R7fRT SR 
R7 ^ f afR ?qTE^ ^ Rmhui ^ 3 ^ r% afhfR rRtt sffTR ^ 

RW Cf5t lit t I 


R55T ♦Ilf^'i 


- 5 m m\ Rrat% WTRI 35?T 3fR RRtd s5tHcT ^ ^NT ^cRT % M ^ 
RratcR^/^3?RSS5^ ^ ^ RlRIfTIR Pi<*>ddl #: 

'»mil/f^.in. 



TirM 3c^ 

Pi^jIo 4>l*ici 

me==i Hif^d 

•41 >1 uR.<|UK|vrq 

418 

231.67 

PiEltd dflHd cbl 80.42% 

^R 

449 

241.25 

Pl<ilo c41*id cm 86.11 % 


11 ft*ih r ci>1i ^ 

^ M ^ ^ RratfR^ ^-ws>r5t RraW hrt t ajk 
cR^TIR ^TR ^ ^ f^^rfcT^ ^ cRJ ^ t I 

12. ^ ;r5r ^ aik MerjI ^ Rmfci ^t*R ^ % 


^ ^ (^HI^TIK PlErtRd ^ t=- 



R4dcb 

MiCd *iin5»d 

1. ■^~’\ vl=Rl4t tiuri^ 

^ Prilld<5j' 

80.42 % 

2. ^RR 

^ PmfcT^ 

86.11 % 
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grftr m 

13. ^ ^ ^ ejipt ^ vjqy'icw 11 

C^ 3T^^-ll PiylRd f%^[Rft ^ ^1^PT ^ 5rf^ ^ t I 

sfrf^ ^ P i q f k ^ ^5^ ^ f^, ylto^ % ^ ^nfer arRmfr ^ snn^ ^ ^ 

^ t 1 ^ A Mil^icbi^ ^ ^3^ f^pjprra^ ^ 31^;^ 11 (iv) ^ ^ 

f^lf% ^ W3r ‘STcT^ ^ -(icjjdcbl ^ vicMlqd. ^ ’TraT, 1^ 

d^cidi 3fk ^ ’Trarr afk^rrf^ ^ouiR ^ t i 

14. . ^ yi(^I^ ^ ’TRcf ^ ^ ^ Plq^d <45lMd 3fl? 

TjdTRd, ^ ^ irrf^ ^ dmy^cn ^ ^ ^r PiHfer%cT 

^ t:- 

^) ^ aTRfdt ^ ^TT^ ^ ^ t afk >3^ ^ i%^ ^ 

^ fil dqd 3TTt t I 1997-98 ^ ^ 3TraTd 419 ^ ^ ST^ 

^ ^kH 473 (qif^4a) ^ f I ^ 'JiiMN ^ ^ STFlTd cpt 1996-97 ^ 

^fkH 124 ^ ^ 1997-98 ^ 246 ’ft.^ 3fk Wcf STSrf^ ^ ^kPT 283 

jft.dd (grf^) ^ ^ t I 

is) ^ 1996-97 ^ ^kPT ’Ekc| ^8^ ^ ^MR flWT 44% ^ ^ 

22% ^ "fPTT I 

ij) ^ 1996-97 ^ ^kH ^iRlchlcbdl ^ vJtMl'i'l 469 SIT ^ TETd^R ^ 

1997-98 ^ ^knr 304 ^ 'W 3^k vjfTcI 3raf^ ^ «{ldd 7T? vJdliqd 300 

(dlto) ^ ^ tR 3TT W I 

^) jj i f^cRd RTt ^ ^ ^r 7ft ^ 3nt % I ■57F 1996-97 ^ ^fkH 413 ^ft.^e^ 

sft vjft tld^y ^ 1997-98 ft 269 ftt.^ ^ 1 Wtf 3?^ ^ ^kPT sfk 

snft treqi'R 235 ftt.^ "?? M ' 

■w) arkm 'srrft<T ft ^ ^ ^ 1 ?ht ft’ ^twt io% aftr 

-1995-97 ^ "J^ft WT^FT 13.5% I 

^) mRuihW’^j'T, eirdyqai dW^TdT^ ^ 3fk did 3Td1^ ^ ftkH qiRlcFi<FTiV*^^c^ 
Tjstm gft TTTft ?rfft ^ t 1 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


fP>mT I —Sec. 1] 


15. ^ t^rs5>^ f^mSTcTT % t?ff ^ ^ tnfef 

3fTOTcff ^ HT5rr aft? ijc^T ^ ^ ’TTTtfhi tROTm w t afl?^ araf^ ^ ^ 

fla5t ^ tm. ter aft? ?rf^ if ^ ^ 

^ifr? git «3^ ^ 11 

?r) <gNutic*i» ?wq 

16 . ?!5^,vjr4^ aft? ^ #5^5? fviFT^ %d|if> illtelc5xlt if aTcT^ ^ 

anfe ^ra? 1^ t, ^ ^ ?^ ai^ M ^ f^riifin-?ft ^ arRict ^ 

f ^ f I ??Tf^, 3Rt t?ft ^ atRITcfr ^ '3?fHT ^ ^ 5rtf^ ^ t| 

atciNi, ^I'^d if RdiPlH-^ ^ ♦li'i if <?>l^ <dm * 1 ^ atFlT ^ I ^?ff^, HTH’ 
if ^RciJh 'EJ^ vjtil'l ^ ^ f^5?ft §lf^ ^ <f>l'eq7 ^ 'dcbdi ^ I aTetM, 
?irfri^<}nri ^ RftMtui flf^iiiaft if aft? if aRT ^ 

jrf^aff if ^ tT 2 jti<T afct? ^ t I 

mfit^ ^ *TPrn t ^ ft «Tf^ ?T^ ^ ^ arpiTcff 

^ ^3?nt ft t ^?fff^ ^ ^sprartt •JTURt^ aft? «TNPT ^ amiTcff ^ g>t?TJt if 
pRidd art% ^ ?nCT t i Mif^ilt ^ w t ^ ^ ^ f^ airatcff g>T ?f? ^ 

Sfiftra5Tt gt?t PiyfR'd -zntorgjTit/y^ y5t fisfct ?flcT y^tw ^ t I ??t?t 
^3?fm ^ qrf^ amiRff ^ ?|y ^ ^ y?ra? a?trft y^ y^tHct y^t ctt% ^ 
yrsr tr?T t i f^R# ?RoiFt?y?5q yrfy aryflt i> Rtyct dct 

?ftd f^y^t c^iMd ^ yjy ?tt t f^Rt^ y^ vseiVi yit f^xfty ft t i ^ Jtyn? ?ty^ 
^ ^ f? ytfed atiyRTf ^ y^i?^ yiRiiiy>-dt y5t y^ if fiRty^ ant t 

I^JRrft y^^j^fm yit (tif^ ft # i 

5t) y i? ^ ?fqty ^ ait? aRf ^ 

17. ?Tmpy ?ft? y? mishM ^;cy> cnn^ yy ^ yt^y ^ ?FtrccT y5?yt t 

f^Rt^ yt?#y ^Jtity yft fyRtR tt ?fi t yyr yR^tty yRR if ^ ^ aft? 
yfcRyyt y5t y^t fy: y?R ^?yT t yft f^ ^ ^ ?nyRi ftd if 11 

18 . yf yryr ynyt t ytdyM cPtrit ^ y?faff # wfty ■^t f^Rtfify 

y?qTtf ^ y^tyy ?y? yyrf^ #it aft? yRqiy?y?!w ?y y^t fcRtRyy? yfcRyytryyjjn 
y? jmty y^ ^lyRtT 1 1 f^ yiyyM yynff ^ yR^ yrytR if yfcRyyt y>y yft 
tr>ft. f^^^tyyR yy, yty yienM fey? y^t ^ y?? ?if^ yy? tt yfcryRid y?? ^ ytn? yft 

y^ y?fty yjt f^j fyRtty ^ yjy yR^t ^ ^ atty^yy? 11 ^?t^ f^y^, yrtyyM 
yyry cTFJ yR^ ytyy gki Jtny tt^ yi^t arff^ crnft ^ ?Tyny f^jyr w ?TyjyT, 





[Mm I—-gro 1] 
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^ FTfT ^ ^ 3jk wm Reif^iH-^ c^ witaaTt c^ 

cziFT-cfj f^wT #r I ^ ^ ^ smiRT f^ ^ 

^ ^ vd^'^HlcWl^rt ^ f^ ^ cf?r ^JRcRERn ^ 3RR ^ 

I 

19. vJEjVi ^ s'l'^ cilcfl 5rf^ ^ ^ feH? 3ilq?i|<^ qic^'<|tJl ^ccfj cfft 

Mi'3ti '^Plf^Md cfj^ c^ Plf^d yiftiqiiy) v3ejVi c^ feP? STTRcTT vih^Im ^ ^ccdH 
^ vddIKH ^ ^^cRT cfFTcT ^ f^(Wl cf^^ ^ ^ RdlPlH-^ 

^ vjf^ ^f^t^RT, tem ^ t I 

^ grf^ 

19 . TJ^itR %fN ^ ^ WIRT 3?Tto^ ^ f^T^ Pl^lcH^ f 

cR) rSt^ uHcIT^ J|UK|vj^ 3ik WTH ^ ^ 3T8IcIT ^ ^ Plijlf^d fcldlf^R ^ ^ 

'HIHI-SJ ^ ^ ^ tor ^ t, f^TJT^ cRTM f3TT t; 

^) ^3lfRT ^ dl^ch 5Tf^ t; 

■R) ^ ^3^ 5# ^ ^ddl<51 W?r^ afr? WW ^ ^ HT cf^ ^ 

Pl’M^frld ^3ft ^ cfim |t I 

21. viH^Td ^ ^ yiftlctJixl 'dq«£( ^?fr ^ ^ ■JIT cflgT ^ Plq^fcld RdlPld* 

ufr ^0 2936.27.00 ^ 3Rr^ 3TRTT t, c^ ^ STUIRfr R7 

Mlddyl^ cTHT^ cf^t vjiwd ^ I 

22. ^ ^ RT^ Hlfyld c^ 3T2Ic[T ^ cpri ^ Rl4)1^1 

R7 f^‘dl'< f^TJIT ■RJR 2IT f^'tl eTRTJTT 'Jlldl ^ vseiVl ^ 5Tf^ ^FTRTRT ^ 

■dTHT^ I ^ JHql'Jldl^, 3Tern’-3TerR f^RlicTcR c^ 'f^ SllJIld'l c]^ cjftrRT ^ ^etdl 
tJ^c^ 'dejVl ^ vjTTcT 3iq(t) ^ feT^ PldfRd ^ "R^ 5Tf^ '<f^d Rst51 q^Md 'R^ sift 1 
RTgT Rj^ JIF 3tR7 RTRR Mll^d ^ RTR RTRT RRT RFT RTSR Hlf^d ^ RTR ’elRT^ 
R^t RtRTtR?T R^ Rf t I 

23. dd^'HI^ RF R^RTR RTTRT t '{ftRl^'^ ^Rri Slf^PiiJH ^ ^iftRT^^ ^- 

^0 2936.27.00 ^ Rid^fd RT^ RR^ ^?Tt ^ ^ 'RT RFT ^ Rlqffcld f^cTlRR- 

^ ^ ^ 3TTRRfr RR, F^ ^ RRRTT7 FTR RTT^ R^t RTT^ RT^ 3Tf?I^JRRT R^t 

dl'<)<a ^cq> eTRTRT 'Jills' I 'dqcg ^?fT 3tt7 vinq? RRlfRR^/^RTfRRTt ^ ^ 


lfct8t"l/f«ti'i 
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THE GAZETTE Of INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY [Part I— Sec. H 

^ ^ cfjf^ 4 ^ 3ik JTf^ f^.in. 

^ ^ ^ Bt^:- 


um' ^0 



nftT( 3wtt^i:i?n/ftBiir,') 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1. 



12.17 

2. 

WTR 


12.62 


24. ^ sTRncfr ^ ^ arltrf^ 1975 ^ eiRr 

3,3 qj,8^,9 wr 9 qj ^ ^ cFFP? 7^7 ^ E^l^cb'^ w^ qgJN ^ #rn^[^ 3ik 

^qTJJcqs 3ff^t1^,1962 ^ 3T#T sIRT f^gJ^Rcl f^mk^ZT ij?!l qJT ^ #nT\ 

25. an^ ^ ^ apft^ vSM'^icw art^rf^ ^ ar^^ vj^qr^ 

^ (Pizicfui) 311^1 oilq ^ wr c[rr ufr 1 

Tfq 1^ ■fqf^ qifqqn^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE 
(Directorate General of Anti-dumping and Allied Duties) 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 13 th June, 2000 

FINAL FINDINGS 


Subject:- Anti-dumping investigation for review of anti-dumping 
duty concerning imports of Vitamin C from Peopl^ 
Republic of China and Japan- Final Findings. 


No. 11/1/95-DGAD.— 'Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of anti¬ 
dumping duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 1995, 
thereof 


A. PROCEDURE 


1. The procedure dj6scribed below has been followed. 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
Rules, received fi-om M/s Ambalal Sarabhai Enterprises Ltd. (also referred to as 
petitioner in this notification), a request for review of anti-dumping duty imposed on 
imports of Vitamin C (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or 
exported from Peoplfe s Republic of China and Japan (hereinafter referred to as 
subject countries). 
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II 


ii) The Authority on the basis of sufficient and fully documented evidence 
submitted by the petitioner, decided to initiate review investigation against imports 
of Vitamin C from the subject countries. The Authority issued a public notice dated 
9*** July, 1999 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating review of 
anti-dumping duty concerning imports of Vitamin C from Peoplfe s Republic of 
China and Japan. The review pertains to the Authority sfinal findings notified vide 
Notification No. 11/1/97-ADD dtd. 25.5.1998. 

iii) The investigation concluded by the Authority vide notification dated 
25.5.1998 has been referred to as the previous investigation in this notification. 

iv) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs(CBEC) to 
arrange details of imports of Vitamin C in India during the period of review. 

v) The Authority notified the Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi 
before proceeding to initiate the review investigation in accordance with sub-Rule 
5(5) of the Rule. 


vi) The Authority made available non-confidential version of the review 
petition/evidence presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained and kept open for inspection by any interested party. 

vii) Known exporters, importers and other interested parties were advised to 
make their submissions relevant to the investigation in the prescribed form and 
manner within 40 days from the date of initiation of the present review. 

viii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the knPwn 
importers(whose details were made available by petitioner) of Vitamin C in India 
and advised them to make their views known in writing within forty days from the 
date of issue of the letter. 

ix) The Authority provided a copy of the petition to the known exporters and the 
Embassies of the subject countries in accordance with Rule 6(3) supra. A copy of 
the petition was also provided to other interested parties, wherever requested. 

x) The Authority sent a questionnaire to elicit relevant information to the 
following known exporters/producers from Peoplfe sRepublic of China and Japan in 
accordance with the Rule 6( 4): 

1. M/s HEBEI WELCOME Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd. China 

2. M/s NCPC(National Chemical & Pharmaceutical Corpn China 

3. M/s TAKEDA Chemical Industries Ltd., Japan 

No exporter has furnished the response to the questionnaire. 

xi) The Embassies of the subject countries in New Delhi was informed about the 
initiation of the review investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request to 
advise the exporters/producers from their country to respond to the questionnaire 
within the prescribed time. A copy of the letter, petition and questionnaire sent to 
the exporters was also sent to the Embassy, alongwith a list of known 
exporters/producers. 




12 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


xii) A questionnaire was sent to the following known importers/user associations 
of the subject goods for necessary information in accordance with Rule 6(4): 

• M/s Anglo French Drugs Co. (Eastern) Ltd. Bangalore 

• M/s American Remedies, Madras 

• M/s Bharat Laboratory Suppliers, Bombay 

• M/s Cryst Pharmceuticals, Calcutta. 

• M/s Chemi Pharma, Bombay 

• M/s C J SHAH & Company, Bombay 

• M/s Concepe Pharma Ltd., Bombay 

• M/s Dilip Kumar & Company, Bombay 

• M/s Eros Pharma, Bangalore 

• M/s Fourts(I) Labs Pvt. Ltd., Madras 

• M/s Glaxo India Ltd., Bombay 

• M/s Gradure Pharmaceuticals Ltd. 

• M/s Khanna Pharma, Delhi. 

• M/s K. Seventilal & Co., Bombay 

• M/s Lapx Chemicals Pvt. Ltd., Bombay 

• M/s LalChand Bhimraj, Bombay 

• M/s Merit Organics Ltd., Bombay 

• M/s Mercury Labs Ltd. Bombay 

• M/s Medley Labs., Bombay 

• M/s Medi Pharma Drug House, Bombay 

• M/s Nemi Pharma Pvt. Ltd.,Bombay 

• M/s Puja Enterprises, Bombay 

• M/s Pradip Kumar & Company, Bombay 

• M/s Pharmaceutical India, Bombay 

• M/s Recon Ltd., Bangalore 

• M/s Remidex Pharma P. Ltd., Bangalore 

• M/s Stride Pharma Ltd., New Bombay 

• M/s Sunways P Lltd., Bombay 

• M/s Tarn Enterprises, Bombay 

• M/s Turakha Bros., Bombay 

• M/s THTHAKORE Pharma Labs., Bombay 

• M/s Tablets India Ltd., Madras 

Response was filed by the following importers/associations. 

• The Chemists & Druggists Association, Bombay 

• Dilip Kumar & Co. Mumbai 

xiii) Additional information regarding injury was s(>ught from the petitioner, 
which was also furnished. 

xiv) The Authority conducted on the spot investigation at the premises of the 
petitioner to the extent considered necessary. 
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xv) Cost investigation was also conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accoimting Principles (GAAP). 

xvi) The Authority held a joint oral hearing for all interested parties on 8.2.2000 
which was followed by written submissions by the interested parties and exchange 
thereof The parties were also given an opportunity for filing their rejoinders. 

xvii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
consid^ed for these findings were disclosed to all known interested parties on 
16.5.2000 and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings. 

xviii) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an interested 
party on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules. 

xbc) Investigation was caitied out for the period starting fi'om 1.4.98 to 31. 12. 98, 
which is adopted as the Period of Investigation (POI) in the present case. 

B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS. EXPORTERS. IMPORTERS 
AND OTHER INTERESTED PARTIES AND 
EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY. 

2. The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in the 
disclosure statement. The views which have not been discussed earlier in the 
disclosure statement and those now raised in response to the disclosure statement, 
are discussed in the relevant paras herein below to the extent these are relevant as per 
the Rules and have a bearing upon the case. The arguments raised by the interested 
parties have been examined and, wherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paras 
herein below. 

C. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 

3. The product involved in the present investigation is Vitamin C originating in 
or exported fi'om the subject countries, classified under Customs Subheading No. 
2936.27 of Customs Tariff Act. It is classified under sub heading No. 2936.27.00 
under the ITC (HS) system. The classification is, however, only indicative and is not 
binding on the scope of the present review. Vitamin C is primarily used by the 
Pharmaceutical Industries for production of various formulations. 

D. “ DOMESTIC INDUSTRY **STANDING OF THE 
PETITIONER 

4. The Review petition is filed by M/s AmbaLal Sarabhai Enterprises Ltd. 
having Registered Office at Gorwa Road, Baroda, Gujrat-390007. The petitioner is 
the sole producer of Vitamin C in India during the POI. Since the petitioner 
accounts for the total production of Vitamin C in India during the POI, they have the 
requisite standing to file the petition on behalf of the domestic industry under the 
Rules. 


Ittg Ij.lltM -I 
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As to the standing of the petitioner, an argument has been raised that the 
petitioner are disqualified to form part of the domestic industry as they are an 
importer of 2KGA which is the final stage material for Vitamin C and, therefore, is 
a like article to Vitamin C. However, the Authority finds that the products 2 KGA 
and Vitamin C are not commercially substitutable and the former is only an 
intermediate product for manufacture of the latter. Therefore, 2 KGA imported by 
the petitioner is not considered as a Like article to Vitamin C. The Authority holds 
that the import of 2 KGA by the petitioner does not, therefore, lead to the 
definition of M/s Ambalal Sarabhai Enterprises Ltd. as importer of Vitamin C and 
does not exclude them from the Scope of domestic industry under the Rules. 


E. LIKE ARTICLE 

5. The Authority reiterates the position mentioned at para 1.5 of the Disclosure 
statement. Accordingly, the goods produced by M/s Ambalal Sarabhai, i.e. Vitamin 
C, are treated as Like article to the same imported from Peoplfe sRepublic of China 
and Japan. 

F. ASSESSMENT OF DUMPING; NORMAL VALUE AND 
EXPORT PRICE 

6. The parameters of dumping, namely, the Normal value and export price, in 
relation to the exporters of the subject countries are examined and determined in 
terms of Section 9 A(l) (c) of the Customs Tariff (Amendment) Act, 1995. 

7. The Authority provided opportunity to the known exporters to furnish 
information on Normal value and Export price in accordance with the provision 
cited above in the prescribed form and a questionnaire was circulated to them for 
this purpose. However, none of the exporters submitted response to the 
questionnaire nor any exporter submitted requisite information relating to Normal 
Value and Export Price. Since none of the known expbrters/producers involved 
in the present investigation cooperated and responded to the questionnaire 
furnishing the information elicited by the Authority, the Authority has no other 
alternative but to rely upon the best information available. 

Normal Value 


8. Thus, the Authority, for determination of Normal Value for the purpose of 
the present review investigation, adopts the same figure as determined in the Final 
Findings dtd. 25.5.1998 of the previous investigation, with the assumption that there 
is no change in the Normal Value of the subject countries. The Authority treats this 
as the best available information on Normal Value. 


Export Price 
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9. As regards Export Price, the Authority considers the inforniation from 
DGCI&S source as the best available information and determines the Export Price 
on the basis of the weighted average GIF price of exports from each of the subject 
countries as per DGCI&S data for the POI. 


G. ASSESSMENT OF DUMPING MARGIN:COMPARISQN OF 
NORMAL VALUE AND EXPORT PRICE: 

10. The Authority has determined the dumping margin for various 
exporters/producers on the basis of a feir comparison between the Normal value and 
the Export price and on the basis of tite principles laid down in Annexure 1 to the 
Rules. For the purpose of fair comparison between the Normal value and the Export 
price, the Authority has taken into consideration the information available on record 
which the Authority has treated as the best available information. The Normal value 
and the export price determined for the exporters of the subject countries, as detailed 
above, are at same level of trade, i.e. at ex-factory level, and the comparison is 
weighted average to weighted average for the purpose of determining the dumping 
margin. 

DUMPING MARGIN 


The comparison of the Normal Value and the Export Price, determined as 
above, gives the dumping margin in case of the exporter^producers of the subject 
countries as under 




(Rs./Kg.) 


Country 

Normal Valve 

Exnort Price 

Dumnine Maruin 

Peopl&^s Republic 

of China 

418 

231.67 

80.42 % of export 
Price 

Japan 

449 

241.25 

86.11 % of export 
Price 


11. Assessment of Non Cooperative/Residual Exporters: 

The Authority treats all exporters from the subject countries as non- 
Cooperative and, accordingly, the dumping margin worked out above is applicable to 
all exporters of the subject countries.. 
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12. Thus, the dumping margin as % of export price in respect of the subjxt 
countries and the exporters is determined as under 


Country 

Exporter 

Q2fflQ^Q||||[||||||H||||^ 

1. Peoplfe’s Republic of 
China 

All Exporters 

80.42% 

2. Japan 

All Exporters 

86.11% 


H ASSESSMENT OF INJURY ; 

13. The Authority has assessed injury to the domestic industry after taldng into 
account all relevant facts and in accordance with Rule 11 Supra and the Principles 
set out in Aimexure II to the Rules. For determination of injury, the Authority has 
examined the impact of dumped imports on the domestic industry. In this regard, the 
Authority has considered such indices having a bearing on the state of industry as 
production, volume of sales, net sales realisation, profitability and magnitude and 
margin of dumping etc. in accordance with Annejxure II (iv) of the Rules Supra. 

14. The AuthtMity, in this regard, has noted the following trends in regard to the 
export price of the subject countries to India and the domestic industrj^ spnoduction, 
volume of sales, net sales realisation and profitability; 

(a) The imports fi'om the subject countries have increased in volume and the 
share of the domestic industry has declined sharply. The imports from China has 
increased from 419 M.T. during 1997-98 to 473 M.T.(armualised) during the POL 
The same from Japan has increased from 124 M.T. during 1996-97 to 246 .M.T. in 
1997-98 and to 283.M.T. during the POI (annualised). 

(b) The market share of the domestic industry has declined from 44% during 
1996-97 to 22% during the POI. 

(c) There is decline in production of the petitioner from 469 M.T. during the year 
1996-97 to 304 M.T. during the year 1997-98 and during the POI the production 
stands at the tevel of 300 M.T. (annualised). 

(d) There is also a decline in the sales volume of the petitioner. The same has 
^lined from 413 M.T. during 1996-97 to 269 M.T. during the year 1997-98. The 
sales have declined further to 235 M.T. (annualised) during the POI. 

(e) The average net realisation during the POI has declined by about 10% 
compared to the proceeding year and by about 13.5% compared to the year 1996-97. 
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(f) Consequently the pfx>fiti4»Uty has been n^imive and the petitioner/domestic 
industry has incurred heavy losses during the POI. 

IS. In view of the above, the Authority concludes that the (hunped imports from 
the sid>ject countries have both the vohiroe as wdl u the price effect on the Indian 
industry and die domestic iwhistry has sufftred material ii^iury (hiring the period of 
investigation on account of decline in the maricet share, vohime of sales, net sales 
realisation and increase in losses. 


L CAVSALMWK 

16. The imports of Vitamin C from other couittries not (hunping is almost nil or 
de-minimis except fh>m Russia, Germany and U.K. against which the petitioner have 
filed an ai^licatipn separately. The imports from other couirtries, thorefore, are not 
causing any injury to the dosnestic industry. Further, there is not much chai^ in 
demand of Vitamin C in India. Hoice, the change in demand can not be a factor 
comributing to any injury to the domestic inthistry. Fuithomore there is no 
significant difference in the manufricturing process of the petitioner and that of the 
oUier producers world over. 

The Authority holds that m^erial injury has been caused to the (kmeidc 
industry by imports firom the subject countries as there is evidence (ff price 
undercutting caused by the dumped imports from Peoplb s Republic (ff China and 
Japan. The Authority finds that the Lan^ Value of imports firm these coumries is 
lower than the Non<imwious selling price of the petitiooer/domestic industry 
determined by the Authority. This has forced the domestic imhistry to match their 
domestic selling (nice with ^ Landed Vidue of dumped imports. As a lesuh the net 
sales realisation has been below the non-injurious selling price during the POI leading 
to financial losses for the domestic industry. Thus, the (hmqied imports from the 
subject countries had the effect of undercu^ng the (iomestic sides realization of the 
petitioner cuising thereby injury to the dmestic industry.. 

17. The purpose of anti (hinqiing duties, in general, is to eliminate dumping 
which is causing injury to the domestic in^istry and to re<«stablish a situation (d* 
open and fiur competition in the Indian nuuket, vriiich is in the gen^ interest of 
tlw country. 

18. It is recognised that the imposition of ar^ dumping duties migitt idfect the 
price levels of the products manufactured uring the subject goods and consequently 
might have some influence (m relative competitiveness of these products. However, 
fair compethiem on the Indian market will not be reduced by the ami dumping 
measures, particularly if the levy of the ami dumping duty is restricted to an amount 
necessary to redress the injury to the domestic imhistry. On the oontrary, imposition 
of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping 
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practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain 
availability of wider choice to the conairaers of Vitamin C. Imposition of anti 
dumping measures would not restrict imports from the subject countries in any way, 
and, therefore, would not affect the availability of the product to the consumers. 

19. To ascertain the extent of anti-dumping duty necessary to remove the injury to 
the domestic industry, the Authority may rely upon reasonable selling price of 
Vitamin C in India for the domestic industry, by considering the optimum cost of 
production at optimum level of capacity utilisation for the domestic industry. 


K. FINAL FINDINGS: 

20. *. After considering the foregoing, the Authority concludes that: 

(a) Vitamin C originating in or exported from People* sRepublic of China and 
Japan has been exported to India below its Normal value, thereby resulting in 
dumping.. 

(b) The Indian Industry has suffered material injury. 

(c) The injury has been caused to the domestic industry by dumping of the 
subject goods originating in or exported from People sRepublic of China and 
Japan. 

21. In view of the above the Authority recognises the need for continuation of 

imposition.of anti dumping duty on all imports of Vitamin C falling under Customs 

Subt^headihg No. 2936.27.00 originating in or exported from the subject Countries. 


22. It was considered to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to 
the margin of dumping or less which, if levied, would remove injury to domestic 
industry. The Landed value of imports for individual exporter, for the purpose, was 
compared with the non-injurious sellii^ price of the domestic industry, determined 
for the period of investigation. Where the difference is found to be less than the 
dumping margin a duty lower than the dumping margin is recommended. 

23. Accordingly, it is proposed that anti dumping duties be imposed from the 
date of notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government on all 
imports of Vitamin C originating in or exported from the subject countries falling 
under Customs Subheading No. 2936.27.00 of Customs Tariff Act. The anti¬ 
dumping duty in respect of the subject countries and their expoiters/producers shall 
be the difference between the amount mentioned in column 4 of the following table 
and the landed value of imports per Kg;- 
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SI.No. 

Country 

Exporter/producer 

Aniount(USS^g) 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

1. 

Peoplfe sRepublic of 
China 

All exporters 

12.17 

2. 

Japan 

All exporters 

12.62 


24. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the sum of the assessable 
value as determined by the Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of 
customs except duties levied under Section 3, 3 A, 8 B, 9 and 9 A of the Customs 
Tariff Act, 1975. 

25. The appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, Excise and 
Gold(Control) Tribunal in accordance with the Act Supra. 


RATHIVINAY JHA, Designated Authority 
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